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Mr. Enrron,—Following is one more extract from 

. . o« ¢ 4° . ° 
the pamphlet suppressed by tts author, entitled, “2 | out any depending exercise of the creature, that all 
Iddress to all Christians on the subject of | would be saved, which he thinks cannot be. And 


colemn A 


Christian fellowship, and the union of doctrines, &c. | 
} have thought it not improper 


iy Samver BAKER.” 
to consider it in the light of four contending armies ; the 
rst of which. advances and shouts the victory ** for all 
who will accer? of offered mercy” —under the name oi 
the second advances with equal confi- 


Uethodism ; 


dence, and shouts the victory for * the elect,” while 


ihe ** non-elect” say they, ** suffers all the miseries of 
this life, death itself, and the pains of he!l forever? — 
vhile at the same time they are exerting all their stre neth 


convert the whole world, which is contrary to the 
rurposes of God, as they understand it’—vnder the 
pame of Calvinism ; the third advances and shouts the 


for **no one but to satisfy the law, and thereby 
3 


gictory 


“non 2 way for God to save whom he plcaces”— unde: 


name of Jéonkinsianism ; while the fourth advances 

makes known God’s original design in the final 
vation of the whole race cf Adam, from the power of 
} 


| * Now, why does not a pious Mrtnonrist hold that 


ing exercise of the ci: ature? Answer, because he does 
not believe that all men will be saved. He firmly be 
| lieves Christ tasted death for every man. But he 


what is the reason he does not believe that all will be 
isaved? Answer as before, because he cannot reconcile 
lthat with the punishment of the wicked. If he could 
| but reconcile that doctrine with the punishment of the 
| wicked, he would believe that all would be saved, and 
‘| cheerfully admit the doctrine of sovereign grace, also, 
|  Moreever,—What is the reason that a pious Cats 
vinist will not admit that Christ tasted death for every 
man? Answer as before, because he does not belicve 
that all will be saved. He believes the death of Christ 
secures the salvation of all that are included init; and 
ashe cannot believe that all will be saved, he is of 
course, obliged to deny that Christ died for all; and 
the reason he gives why he does not think that all will 
be saved, is the same with the other, namely-—Because 
he cannot reconcile it with the scripture doctrine of the 
punishment of the wicked. Now if both of these could 
nnderstand the agreement between the scripture doc- 
trine of tue punisliment ef the wicked, and the doctrine 
of Universal Salvation; they would both adopt that 


ideas that they adopt, rather from necessity than from 





and ¢ neon sycoec + Ct =) «f Stine Jes . . 
1 and its consequences: the destruction of death any beauty they see in them; nor would they any 
d him who had the power of it; and the bringing in 
efeverlasting righteousness, theouch the mediation and | scripture doctrines. So that forsavant of understanding 
: is ‘OPUEe (if a! ™ 2} aa}) , 2 
vistration of his son Jesus Clirist—under the name of this acaba: (if there be - reality such an agreement, 
1: ctl ‘d strides | “* I hope to show hereafter,) they both oppose the Uni- 
vers , } in consequence he rapid strides ere f =r 
oe ae oe eee é PF I versal doctrine, asd eppose also, in each other, some 
1 r - } a os oa 05 } . ane — 4 or an * ~ : . 
vais dest cn fhonce is Mangw., there i an UNCASy) very plain and important truths, and. call in for aid some 
rit prevailing in the camps of the enemy. Alihough , very absurd ideas. Thus are the contentions of these 
g rere at war with each other, yet they} two branches of the brotherhood, like the bars of a 
a : i P afte ~ .° 3 Be a a “ae ~ “ . ai 
iy forces to pull down the “ strong holds” or bulwarks | Caste. Notwithstanding the difficulty is the same with 


i 

“the Jitter; bnt as every day brings some new ad- 

ventarer info their Hines, it is expected, yea it is known, 
y wil! gein the victory. Even now their language Is :—- 
‘© "Dis Cone !—to Christ the power is given: 
His death—it rent the vai] away. 
Our creat forerunner enters heav’n, 
1 


And opes th’ eternal gates of day.” 
KRRERE RE EH ® 

“Salvation and immortal] praise 

To our victorious king ; 

Let heay’n, and earth, and rocks, and seas, 

With glad Hosannas ring.” 

It is sufficient to say, many of the enemy have heard 
the cry of the Macedonian, ** conre over and help us,” 
and have laid dewr their arms and come over; and the 
prospect brightens, notwithstanding ell the inflamatory 
publications. 

Ihave not communicated the following article for 
your information, as you are undoubtedly well aequaint- 
ed with all the particulars ; Dut’as general information 
have I conmmunicated it, to show soue of the discordant 
sentiments with which the world When 
nothing better offers, you will please make it public, i 
you think proper. RUSTICUS. 

‘¢ | consider christians of different denominatioiis, as 
possessing a knowledge of all the essential doctrines of 
scripture ; but that they are in the present jarring of 
things, mach like a building well framed, but not put 
together at all, or so illy put together as to make great 
confusion, and weaken the building ; when, if it were 
properly united, there would be harmony in the joints, 

1d the building would be firm. Much of the discord 
among christians, arises from not understanding how to 
put their doctrines together ; or, in other words, to what 
part of the building they belong. 
eR RHE 


abounds, 


| both of these in admitting the doctrine of Universal Sal- 
| vation, yet the arguments they bring why all will not 
be saved, are very different; and the same that they 
use against each other. One argues that al] will not be 
lsaved, because all will not accept of offered mercy ; 
| and the other argues the same idea, because mercy is 
) not offered to all; or, which is the same, because God 
{has not designed to have mercy upon all. Exactly 
where these two oppose the UnivERsauist, they op- 
pese each other; and exactly where they oppose each 
other, the UnIVERSALIST opposes them both. 

‘* The Methodist condemns the Universalist for hold- 
ing that afl (he purchase of Christ’s blood will be saved ; 
and he condemns the Calvinist for the same thing. The 
| Calvinist condemns the Universalist for holding that 
| Christ died for all; and he condemns the Methodist for 
| the same thing. And the Universalist condemns them 
both; one for denying that all Christ’s purchased will 
be saved, and the other for denying that all are pur- 
chased. But if the Universal doctrine be admitted 
there is no contradiction between them. Both will 
agree that Christ died for all, and all that he died for 
will be saved ; and on the plan of sovereign grace, too. 
This shows the confused state of doctrines, which the 
| Universal doctrine is rejecting ; and suggests the pro- 
| priety, at least, of opposing with great caution, a doc- 
| trine which is so necessary to the union of all others. 

“I might have added before, that the only reason 
that those who are called Hopkins1ans, deny that 
| Christ died for any one is, they cannot believe that al! 
will be saved. They are satisfied from scripture, that 
the doctrine of the atonement is universal: They are, 
also, satisfied that if Christ died with a design to save 
all men, that all will be saved; of course they argue 
‘that the design of his death, abstractly considered, was 
to save no one, but to satisfy the law, and thus open 
‘the way for God to save whom he pleased. As the 








two former disagree with each other in their arguments 
against Universal Salvation ; so this last disagrees with 
them both, and opposes the UNiveRsAList on the 
| sround-that Christ did not die for aay one.” 


doctrine, and would, of course, relinguish a number of 
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_. | we ure saved by sovereign grace, without any depend-| oe 


ORTHODOX INCONSISTENCY. 


By thore who assume the imposing title of orthodox, 


knows if Christ died to save all men, absolutely, with-| We often hear it asserted with apparently a great de- 


gree of regret and solicitude, that the number of evan- 
igelical preachers in this courtry is co small that thou- 
sands are suflering for want of religious instruction, yet 
these saine complainers, often as their means allow, are 
shipping their evangelical preachers to the Indies— 
draining the country of the very class of men, whose 
labours are said to be so much wanted. 

Now if it be true that preachers of the Calvinistie 
stamp are not sufficiently numerous, why ship them to 
foreign parts when they are needed so much at home. 
It is said, thousands of souls are sinking into endless 
perdition here, as well as in the Indies, and if that be 
true, is not an American soul as precious as an Indian. 
Why create these expensive missionary establishments 
abroad, when so much remains undone at home. Ob- 
jects of charity are sufficiently numerous in our vicinity, 
without going so far to scek them, and it realy is the 
duty of every good citizen to promote the welfare, tem- 
poral and spiritual, of-his country, in preference to that 
ofeny other. If men have been blessed with a super- 
fluity of wealth, are they justified in wasting it on for- 








more oppose each other in some of the plainest of eign nations and in support of visionary schemes of pro- 


selytism. I say wasted,-because look at the expences 
of missionary establishments, and then look at what has 
been or rather what has nof been achieved. The ex- 
pense of tive iniesion lo ie Sandwich isiaas, was some- 
what more than ten thousand dollars. And what good 
have these missionaries done, or what.good will these 
missionaries do to the simple and iuoffensive natives of 
these islands. Wiil their morals be made more pure, 
and they more happy. ‘That is hardly presumed, for it 
is believed on good authority, that these poor heathen, 
as they are termed, are much more capable of giving 
than receiving instruction in ethics. But it may be 
said, that the object of the missionaries is to save these 
poor souls from endless perdition,—nonsense. Have 
not their fates been decided according to the Calvinistic 
creed, millions of years ago. 

Recollect the deplorable picture of the condition of 
the missionary cause, drawn by the Rev. Mr. Warp. 
Recollect the exertions of that gentleman, and others-— 
their appeal to the generosity and consciences of the 
rich, ‘for further support to their modern crusades.— 
Many, no doubt, contributed towards that which their 
consciences approved, but there were also mary, no 
doubt, who contributed principally from -moti es of 
ostentation. They probably wished to see and ft» have 
seen theirnames and donations exhibited in the news- 
papers! This is the “ secret snring,’? well known to 
those who wish to profit by the weakness of human na- 
ture. Even the editor of the Missionary Herald, ac- 
knowledges ina note, prefixed to a long catalogue of 
donations, that ‘some donors have requested that 
their donations may be published in-the Boston Recor- 
der,’? O tempora, O mores. 

These scli-denominated orthodox are-no less incon- 
sistent in their tenets thanin their conduct. They 
profess to believe in the doctrine of predestination or 
election, a doctrine not only absurd in theeztreme, but 
dishonourable to God, because it represents the Deity 
as practicing a contemptible deceptiot upon his crea- 
tures—sending his only begotton Son to save them, in- 
viting and calling them to salvation, when he bad pre- 
) determined the salvation of only a few of them and the 
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damnation of all the remainder, But how does their | 
conduct agree with this tenet. They are using the 
greatest exertions to christianise or save the whole hu- 
man race—sending their missionaries to remote quarters 
of the globe, seem determined, actually determined to 
save both Jews and Gentiles, that every one shall be 
frighted into a christian, and be saved whether he 
will or no. Pray what is this but an impious and au- | 
dacious attempt to counteract the irrevocable decrees | 
ot laws of Jehovah. Was there everan absurdity equal | 
to it. An excuse is offered for this, that means must be 
used to obtain salvation. But what can human means 
effect against the decrees of God, fixed and irrevocable. 
One might with equal propriety, attempt to cause the 
sun to rise at mid-night, or to escape death and live for- 
ever in this state of existence, as to use the least exer- 
tion to save mankind, when a small proportion have 
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should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of 
God the Father.’ Isaiah xlv. 23,24. ‘I Thave sworn 
by myself, the word is gone ont of my mouth in righte- 
ousness, and shall not return,—That unto me erery knce 
shall bow, every tongue shall swear, surely shall say, in 
the Lord hare Il righiecousness and strength; to him 
shall come; and all that are incensed against him shal} 
be ashamed.’ See ly. 8—13. Romans iii. 20—24. 
1 John v.9—11. Rev.v. 13. [M.Y. Gos, Herald. 
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T'o the Editor of the Universalist Magazine, 
Dear S1r,+You will greatly oblige a young but 
firm believer of God's impartial goodness towards man- 





been saved, and the remainder irrevocably lost. In fact, | 
if predestination or election be truc, there is no necessi- | 
ty for preaching, hearing, obeying—no necessity for | 
employing hosts of ministers—unless it be for temporal | 
profit.. If you hope then to save souls, by supporting 
ministers, keep your golden ore, ye rich, or invest it in 
the stocks. Away then with your theological semina- 
ries, your charity schools, for educating young men for 
the gospel. For the decree has gone forth—irrevoca- 
bly gone forth. A few have been saved to enjoy end- 
less felicity, but the remainder have been damned for- 
ever and forever. 

How often do the pretended orthodox, assert that 
the doctrine of unlimited salvation is a dangerous dpc- 
trine, has an immoral tendency. But this charge with 
at least as much propriety, can be thrown back upon 
their doctrine. Which is the most pernicious doctrine, 
that which declares, “all men are punished for their | 
sias, in proportion to their enormity and number, but 
that eH will finally be saved,” or that doctrine which 
declares, ** by the decree of God, some men are pre- 
destinated unto everlasting life, and others are fore-or- | 
dained to everlasting death? Those men thus predesti- ! 
nated and fore-crdained, are particularly and unchange- 
ably designed, and their number so certain and definite, 
that it cannot be either increased or diminished, Those 
of mankind, that are thus predestinated unto life—God, 
before the foundation of the world was laid, according 
to his eternal and immutable purpose, and the secret 
counsel aud good pleasure of his will, hath chosen in 
Obrist unto everlasting glory, out of his mere free grace 
aad love, without any foresight of faith or good works, | 
or perseverance in citber of them or any other thing in | 
the creature, as conditions or causes moving him there- 
unto. The rest of mankind, God was pleased, accord- | 
ing to the unscarchable counsel of his own will, where- 
by he extendeth or withholdeth mercy as he pleaseth 
to pass by anc to ordain them to-dishonour and wrath, 
(or their sin.” 

Which of the two doctrines is dangerous or most dan- 
gerous, and which has probably the greatest immoral 
tendency? Let the manof reflection determine. If the 
orthodox are correct in their tenets, and consistent in 
their conduct, what is truth and what is consistency. 
1 do not Know. MURRAY. 

HARMONY OF TRUTH. 

Isaiah xxxix. 6-3. ‘The voice suid, Cry. And I 
said, What shall l cry? All flesh is grass, and al] the 
goodness thereof as the flower of the field. . The grass 
withereth, the flower fadeth ; because the spirit of the 
Lord bloweth upon it: Surely the people is grass. The 
grass withereth, the fower fadeth ; but the word of our 
God shal] stand for ever.” What is‘ the word of our 
God ?? (See 9th, 10th and 11th verses) Ephes. i. 18. 
* The word of truth—the gospel of your salvation.’ Ro- 
inans x. 9. ‘If thou shalt confess with thy mouth the 
Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God 
hath raised hjm. from the dead, thou shalt be saved. 
Phil, ii. 10, 11. - That at the name of Jesus every knee 

~ should bow, of things in heaven, and things in earth, 


—— 











kind; toexplain, through the medium of your useful 
paper, how I am to compare the following verses, viz. 
Gen. vi. 6, ‘*And it repented the Lord that he had 
made man on the earth, and it grieved him at bis heart.” 
2 Judges, part of the 18th verse, ** fer it repented the 
Lord because of their groanings,» 2 Samuc] xxiv. 16, 
** And when the angel stretched out his hand upon Je- 
rusalem to destroy it, the Lord repented him of the 
evil,’ &c. Psalm cvi. 45, ** And he remembered for 
them his covenant, and repented according to the mul- 
titude of his mercies.”? Jonah iii.10, **And God saw their 
works, that they turned from their evil way, and Cod 
repented of the evil, that he said he would do unto 
them, and did it not.” With Rom. xi. 29, “ for the 
gifts and calling of God are without repentance.”?> The 
above appears to me to be a contradiction; I shall feel 
very grateful for your explanation, which is requested 
in the belief, that you are willing at any time te place 
divine truth within the compass of common sense and 
reason. | am respectfully, your obt. servant. 
kb. H.R. 


Rerix :—The scriptures sometimes speak of God 
according to hisreal character, and as acting consistent- 
ly with his unchangeable purposes ; in which cases 
they say; ‘* Hr is not a man that he should lie, nor 
the son of man that he should repent.” Again, ** The 
strength of Israel will not lie, nor repent; for he is not 
a man that should repent.’? Also, speaking of God ; 
“With whom there is no variableness nor shadow of 
turning.’ ‘* Who is of one mind and none can turn 
him,” &c. &c. 

Again the scriptures speak of God’s apparent char- 
acter and conduct, as seen through certain mediums 
which represent him as acting the part of an enemy. 
Such scriptures shou!d be carefully applied to the ap- 
pearances of the divine providence, anc not to the real 
character of the divine Being. Where we read, **And 
it repented the Lord that he had made man on the 
earth, and.it grieved him at the heart,”? we do well to 
allow the language to be highly figurative, designed 
to represent the great wickedness of -man, and to 
correspond with that dispensation which swept the 
inhabitants of the earth away bya flood. We read 
in Jeremiah 18th as follows ; ** At what instant I shall 
speak concerning a nation, and concerning a kingdom, 
to pluck up, and to pull down, and to destroy it: if 
that nation, against whom I have proncunced, turn 
from their evil, I will repent of the evil that | thought 
todo unto them. And at what instant I shal] speak 
concerning a nation, and concerning a kingdom to 





thou wilt shew thyself wereiful, and with the upright 
roan thon wilt shew thyself upright. With the pure 
thou wilt shew thyself pure; and with the froward 
thou wilt shew thyself unsavoury.” The same occurs 





in the 13th Psalai, a little varied inexpression : * With 
the merciful thou wilt shew thyself merciful, with the 
|upright man thou wilt shew thyself upright. With the 
| pure thou wilt shew thyself pure; and with the fro- 
{ward thou wilt show thyself froward.” But we can- 
\not rationally suppose that the divine Being is ever 
fruiward, but that he seems so to froward nah, who 
jsays, “SI know thee, that thou art au hard sian, reaps 
ing where thou bast not sown.” 


eee ee ee 


To the Editor of the Universalist Magazine, 

Dear Sir.—tn reply to your arguments on noce 
139th, the following is submitted : } at 

Your first objection to my interpretation of the pas- 
sage in Ezekiel] 16th is, that it makes the passage un- 
paralleled. Now, sir, ifthis were the case, it would 
not destroy the exposition. Are there not many things 
pertaining to our Saviour’s life and miracles, which are 
mentioned by only one of the Evangelists though they 
were all eye witnesses of the scene? Anil will you re- 
fuse to give credence to their testimony, hecause one 
has recorded what the others have omitted? 1 thintz 
you will not. But perhaps you will say, that the cir- 
cumstances which are mentioned by one only, are of 
miner consequence, and this accounts for their omis- 
sion by the rest. Be it so. But what can be of greater 
importance than Christ’s resignation of his kingdom to 
the Father? ‘This is of the first moment, but still it is 
mentioned by none of the sacred writers, but St. Paul, 
and by him only once,—See 1 Cor. xv. 24-20. Now 
shall we reject this passage, because it stands alone? 
This you will not pretend. But still your argument 
would disprove the application of this text, as much as 
it disproves the one in Ezekic!. But is ita fuct that 
the passage in Ezekie] does stand alone, on the appli- 
cation I have given? So far as it relates to the Jews, 
it is believed that (Mat. xxiii. 39) is a parallel text. 
In this passage, we find that our Saviour speaks of the 
recovery ef the whole Jewish nation: Instead of con- 
fining this promise to the e7/y, he includes those who 
had killed the prophets, and stoned them, iv the number 
who should hail him blessed. See verse 37. But where 
has the passage in question, ifs paralle] on your inter- 
pretation? ! know of no text which speaks of the re- 
building of Sodom. Now it appears to me that your 
argument goes against your application as much as 
against mine. 

In your second objection, you quote the three first 
verses of the chapter; where it is said, ** Thy father 
was an Amorite and thy mother a Hittite.’ From this 


the ci/y, and not of the inhabitants ; for they were de- 
cendants of Abraham. Now, sir, I think if any person 
“will begin the chapter and read with caution the 
whole of what the prophet has said relative to the sub- 
ject,” he will discover that Ezekiel was speaking of the 
inhabitants, and will perceive also in what sense it was 
said of them, ** Thy father was an Amorite and thy 
motber a Hittite.” The Jews are accused in this chap- 
ter of committing whoredom with the Leathen. Verse 
26, ** Thou hast also committed fornication with the 





towards a people, as well as towards an individual will 
be according to the moral conduct observed by a peo- 
ple or am individual ; not that the unchangeable Goy- 
ernor of the Universe repents by changing his mind, but 
only by varying his providence as the conduct of his 
creatures vary. In David’s psalm of thanksgiving, re- 





and things yndes the earth; and that crery fongue 


corded, 2 Samuel xxii. he says, ‘* With the merciful 


Egyptians.” Verse 28, ‘* Thou hast played the whore 


build and to plant it: if it do evil in my sight, that it} also, with the Assyrians.” Verse 29, “* Thou hast 
obey not my voice, then I will repent of the good | moreover, multiplied thy fornication in the land of Ca- 
wherewith I said I would benefit them.”? By such naan unto Chaldea.” Now if the Jews had thus play- 
scripture we may understand that the divine providenve | ed the harlot in Egypt, Assyria, Canaan and Chaldea, 


we see the greatest propriety in saying, their birth and 
nativily were of the land of Canaan ; their father was 
an Amorite, &c. without their being the literal child- 
ren of the Amorites. It also appears that the declara- 
tion, “thy father-was an Amorile,” &c. was founded 
on this adulterous intercourse, from the very passage 
youhave cited. For this declaration was made to con- 





you infer that the prophet must have been speaking of - 
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vince them of their abominations. See verses, 2, 3,— 
Would it cause the inhabitants to know their abomina- 
‘cons, to tell them that their ety was of Gentile des- 
The 44th and 45th verses are clear upon the 
point. ** Behold, every ove that useth proverbs, shall 
use this proverb against thee, saying: As is the moth- 
er, sois her daughter. Thou art thy mother’s daugh- 
ter that Joatheth her husband and children; and thou 
art the sister of thy sisters, which loatheth their hus- 


cent! 


bands and their children; your mother was an Hiltile 
and your father an Amorie.”? It appears evident that 
this pareniage was mentioned in consequence of their 
lewd conduct. The a suilicient 
answer to your second objection, and appears to super- 


above is considered 


eede the /hird. 
In vour fourth objection, you ask, ‘ifthe prophet 


were speaking of the inhabitants of these cities, what 
did be mean by their respective daughters??? You 
then tell us the sotall surrounding cities are the dangh- 


ters alluded to —If this were granted, it would not op- 
pose my application. If the daughters of Sodom be the 
inhabitants of the cities of the plain, which were des- 
troyed, when Sodom was swallowed up, then when the 
inhabitants of Sodom are restored, her daughters, that 
is, the inhabitants of the surrounding cities will be re- 
stored likewise. 

Your fifik argument, alleged to disprove my views 
ofthe passage, is, that it must take place in this world, 
hecatuise Sodem and Samaria are to be given to Jerusa- 
lem fordaughters, [ conceive, my dear sir, that Sodom 
can be given to the Jews in a future state, without iu- 
volving any absurdity. The covenant of promise was 
made with the Jews, and the Gentiles can be made 
tellow-heirs with them, at one time as well as at another. 


The Lord will give Sodom to Jerusalem by /?s core- | 


nant, See verses 61,62. What was God’s covenant 
with the Jewish nation? 
shail’ be blessed in the 
Christ. The Sodomites were not blessed in Clirist in 
‘his world, for they were destroyed utterly long before 
the event. Consequently they must be Liessed ina 
ufure. 
come children and heirs of the Jews, that is, they in- 


merit the promise made to the Jews, in the sara: 


manner that legitimate children inherit the estates of | 


iheir parents, 
You conclude by making some remarks upon Mat. 


x. 15; because our Saviour says, **it shall be more tol- | 


erable for the land of Sodom,” you infer that he must 
have been speaking of the cify, and not of the inhabi- 
tants! Let us apply such reasoniug to other portions 
of scripture. Isaiah lii. 10, ** All the ends 
rarth shall see the salvation of our God.” 
now apply your logic to this passage. If the prophet 
meant to speak of the human family, why did he say 
any thing about the earth, especially its ends? 
not apply this text to the whole human kind? and does 
not your argument defeat such an application. It cer- 
tainly does. I think that Jesus was speaking of the an- 
cient inhabitants of Sodom, and not of the city itself. 
ife was understood in this sense by St. Mark and St. 
Luke, who, in recording the passage say, “it shall be 
more tolerable for Sodom,’ and not for ihe land. 
Mark vi. 11. Luke x. 12. . 

Thus, sir, have I gone through with your arguments, 
and the reader may judge whether they are not sufii- 
ciently removed. For myself, |! still believe that the 
subjects of the restoration mentioned in Ezekicl, are the 
‘“‘inhabitants of Sodom, who were destroyed by fire 
from heaven.” 

In writing the above, I have endeavoured to avoid al} 
personal reflections, and every insinuation which woul? 
net comport with Christian charity. If this controver- 
sy be protracted, I flatter myself that it will be carried 


on with candor and brotherly affection, 
Yours in esteem, 
REPLY. 
I po not think, that becanse al! the evangelists did 
not alike mention every miracle which Jesus wrought, 


oi the 


We will 


Do you 


See 


DAMON. 
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their general testimony is thereby even weakened ; but 
if it had been so, that no two of them had in any case 
inentioned the same event, 1 am much inclined to be- 
lieve, that this comsideration would, not only have ren- 
dered their testimony doubtfal, but, ander all cireum- 
stances, incredible. This I suppose, friend Damon, 
comes much nighera similar case with my first reason, 
than the one which you have stated. But you appear 
to write with more confidence when you mention 
Christ’s resignation of his kingdom to the Father, an 
event, which you say is mentioned by none of the sa- 
cred writers, except St. Paul, and by him but once. 
But, dear sir, there is one very essential fact respecting 
this subject, which had you duly considered, I believe 
you would not have adverted to it for the purpose 
which you did, Itis this; The current testimony of 
scripture which treats on the great subject of the Sa- 
viour’s mission, gives us to understand that all the 
power which he exercised im that mission, was given 
him of his Father for a certain purpose. This you and 
every one acquainted with the scriptures will allow. 
Then it follows, of course, that in all this current testi- 
mony this final resignation is implied. When it is un- 
derstood, that power is given to any agent for the ac- 
complishment of any definite object, it is always un- 
derstood, that when this object is accomplished, the 
power delegated for this purpose reverts to the original 
authority from whence it wasderived. Now, sir, in 
order to make your argument consistent, please to pro- 
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Answer—That all nations! 
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seed of Abraham. whic! is! 


In this-sense they are daughters. They he- 


ceed to acquaint us with such a concatenated cloud of 
, testimony, running through the scriptures, which de- 
fines the subject of your argument, as is most evident in 
| support of a fact which you would make parallel with it. 
| You say that the subject of Christ’s delivering up the 
kingdom to the Father is *‘ of the first moment.” But 
| permit me to ask why it isso? Isit of greater moment 
than that he should finally accomplish the work for 
} which he received his kingdom? Or is it a point of doe- 
(rine as necessary for the christian to understand, as the 
j doctrine of the resurrection of Jesus from the dead ? 
'On reflection, | think you will agree with me, that it 
would tend much’ more to destroy the whole christian 
,superstructer to disbelieve the resurrection of Jesus, 
_thon not to have a clear understanding of Christ’s de- 
up the kingdom to the Father. And I also be- 
| eve iat your candor will lead you to agree with me, 
| that the scriptures, generally, are most explicit on those 
| subjects which it is most necessary for people to under- 
| stand, and which are of the greatest moment to man- 
i kind; | think I need not labour to prove the correct- 
uess Of these ideas; they are too evident to need such 
But here let me turn to the subject of your 
argument, Which is the work of reconciliation carried 
;onin a@ future state of existence. Now my acquaint- 
ance with the scriptures leads me to think that there is 
much said in them concerning the work of reconciling 
men to God, by gospel means, in this world; but I 
aust confess that! find nothing in them of this work in 
(a fature state, But, to my apprehension, allowing 
your subject to be reality, it must be considered of 
vastly greater moment than the little which has ever 
yet been done in the present world. If I understand 
the nature and extent of your subject, it supposes that 
ai] the nations of the earth, through all past generations 
of man, except the few who have been brought to a 
state of reconciliation in this life, have existed in a state 
of unreconciliation in the spiritual world from the time 
of their returning to the dust until now ; and that a min- 
istry of reconciliation isto be instituted in that state for 
the purpose of reconciling them. I have not been par- 
ticular in the above complexion of your subject, but 
have given its general features, as they appear to me. 
Now if this be a fact, is it not also a fact that the min- 
istry of reconciliation in a future state, is designed for 
the reconciliation of a thousand, at least, where the 
ininistry of ,econciliation in this world effects the re- 
conciliation of one? And if so, should we not expect 
to find the work of the ministry in the future world 
spoken of more largely than the ministry in this? But 
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labour. 








is any thing like this the case? Youthink that the 161) 
of Ezekiel will bear a construction favourable to your - 
ideas, and have suggested also that the words of Christ 
to Jerusalem, recorded in Mat. 23d—favour the same 
opinion. Let liberality allow you all thie; but would 
these doubtful passages be sufficient to substantiate a 
doctrine involving such an immense variety of subject? 
[ can hardly believe that a candid mind, after reflec- 
tion and due inquiry, can be satisfied in the affirmative. 

I deem it unnecessary to notice all you have said, 
distinctly, point by point, but permit me to observe, 
that all which you have said to make it appear that the 
prophet did not address the City of Jerusalem, but the in- 
habitants falls entirely short of conviction in my mind. 
I grant that the prophet spake of the. abominations - 
which the inhabitants of Jerusalem had committed, but 
he did not mean to distinguish the inhabitants then in 
the city, from the generations which had occupied if in 
past ages; and therefore infer that he confined himselt 
to the character of the city, and made it the subject of 
his prophecy. Look, sir, at what you have quoted, of 
the prophet’s words ; ** Thou art thy mother’s daugh- 
Does this sound like language spoken to a mu!l- 
titude of people? Why the singular number? Again 
‘* Thou art the sister of thy sisters..? Why the singu- 
lar number? Why does the prophet speak in the sin 
gular number when he speaks of Jerusalem, but in the 
plural when he refers to other cities? ‘The matter i: 
all plain; the prophet was speaking of the Ci/y of Je 
rusalem, and of the cilies of Sodom and Samaria. 

Pardon me, my brother, if I ask you whether you 
think that the old inhabitants of Sodom, as they now 
exist in the spiritual world, are called Sodom? and the 
old inhabitants of Samaria, as they now exist in the 
spiritual world, are called Samaria? This, 1 think, you 
must believe in order to be consistent. And further- 
more, I think you must believe, that the old inhabitants 
of Jerusalem, as they now exist in the spiritual world, 
are called Jerusalem. Why not Sodomites, Samaritans, 
and Jews? 

I will mention one more particular, and close for the 
present. Where you attempt toshew why it should be 
intimated, that in a future state Sodom and her daugh- 
ters, and Samaria and her daughters should be given to 
Jerusalem for daughters, you have given reasen to be- 
lieve that you had entirely forgotton that the Samari- 
tans were of the family of Abraham to whom the pro- 
mise of the covenant was made. 
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<4 
To Correspondents. 


The last of a series of Letters to ** Rey. Prof. Stuart,” 
by ‘Inquirer after Truth,’ will appear week after next. 
‘The author may be assured that his request will be at- 
tended to. 

Several other correspondents will accepts our thanks 


for favours received. 
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MARRIED, 

In this town, by the Rev. Dr. Gardner, Mr. Samuel 
Sanger to Miss Clarissa Johnson, both of Framingham. 

By the Rev. Mr. Sharp, Mr. Allison Wrifford to Miss 
Ellen Elizabeth Green. 

By the Rev. Mr. Wisner, Mr. Sumner Hill, formerly 
of Townsend, to Miss Abagail Hook. 

By the Rev. Mr. Ware, Mr. Norton Newcomb to 
Miss Lydia Christie, both of this town. 

By the Rev. Mr. Eaton, Mr. William J, Bettis, prin- 
ter, to Miss Harriet S. Peters. d 

In Salem, Mr. Stephen Pope, of Danvers, to Miss 
Abigail Shebhane.—Mr. Elijah Towne to Miss Nancy 
Crosby. 
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DIED, 

In this town, on Sonday last, Mrs. Sarah, wife of Mr. 
Samuel Randall, eged 13.—Mr. Robert Fisk, son of the 
late Dr. David Fisk, of Lexington, 44.—On Wednes- 
day last, very suddenly, John Jutau, Esq. 71. 

In Sturbircge, Mass. Mr. Sera Turner, 82, father 
of the Rev. Edward ‘Lerner, of Charlestown. Though. 
no blazing star, with slaughtered thousands in his trail, 
attract the wild genius of the euvlogist, yet domestic vir- 
tue in her retirement, will weave a wreath to his mem. - 





ory as bright and lastiug as the gems of heaven. - 
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POETS’ CORNER. 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


AN ADDRESS TO ORTHODOXY. 


You say, before the world 


began, 


God's first decree respecting man, 
Voom'd more than half to endless woe ; 
And then you say, that this decree 
Left ev’ry man an agent, free 

Yor bliss above, or flames below. 


Now to be sav’d, all that we need 
Is to believe what God decreed. 


And feel submissive to our 
A willingness to go to hell, 


fate ; 


A title gives in heav’n to dwell, 

in that most perfect, happy state. 
Well, be it so, it still rémains, 
That we present our simple claims, 


Thet you this creed would 


now defend ; 


To us, besure, "tis dark indeed, 


Onur future state should be 


decreed, 


And yet on what we do depend. 


‘Tis difficult for us to know, 


Tiow those whom God dec 


reed for woe, 


By faith in hell should heaven gain. 
Could all mankind be sav’d, if they 


Were willing to be damn’d 


? now say, 


And try this problem to explain. 


Smooth down that brow, we’ve more to say, 
With circumspection woald we pray, 

How you this knowledge did obtain ? 

We've search’d the scriptures through, but find 


No testimony of this kind ; 


But the reverse from them we gain. 


God will have al] men sav’d. we read ; 


You say, he more than half 


decrecé 


To death, and everlasting pain. 
You cross yourself, and what is worse, 


In room of grace hold upa 


curse, 


And death and hell's eternal reign. B. 
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SELECTED FOR THE 


THE ORPHAN’S 


MAGAZINE. 


PRAYER. 


© Tuov, the helpless orphan’s hope, 
To whom alone my eyes look up, 


In each distressing day! 


Father, (for that’s the sweetest name 
That e’er these lips were taught to frame) 
Instruct this heart to pray. 


Low in the dust my parents lie, 
And no attentive ear is nigh, 
But Thine, to mark my woe : 


No hand to wipe away my 


tears, 


No gentle voice to hush my fears, 


Remains to me below. 


To heaven my earthly friends are gone, 
And thither are my comforts flown, 


But I continue here ! 


Be Thou my pattern—Thou my guide! 
This friendless heart from sorrow hide, 


Reposing on thy care! 


If 1 am spared throughout the span 
That makes the narrow life of man, 


And reach to hoary age, 
Instruct me in thy holy wil 


I! 


‘Teach me the duties to fulfil 
Of each successive stage ! 


But if thy wisdom should decree 


An early sepulchre for me, 


Father; thy will be done ! 


On thy dear bosom I rely! 
And if I live, or if I die, 
O leave me not alone! 


and enjoyment of religion. 


>. 


JHE HOUSE NOT MADE WITH HANDS. 


So human nature, one and all, 

Must drop this earthly houce of clay ; 
Down to the grave our bodies fall ; 
Our spirits upwards wing their way. 


The body must be food for worms, 

To mingle with our mother earth ; 
The spirit unto God returns, 

To dwell with Christ in joy and mirth. 


For when our bodies do decay, 

We have a house not made with hands ; 
Eternal in the realms of day, 

With God and Christ, this building ston’’s 


This house is in a city set, 

Whose builder is th’ eternal God ; 
Departed souls have joyful met 
Therein, to take their Jast abode, 


There they shall see as they are scen, 
And know as they are also known ; 
The Lamb of God ’s their only King, 

And angels worship at his throne. K, 


THE UNITY OF THE SPIRITF. 
Anp why do Christians thus contend, 
For items in their creeds ? 
Anenemy, and net a friend, 
Sows these contentious seeds, 


?T was love to God and love to man, 
The dear Redeemer brought ; 

No metaphysic doctrine can 
Compare with what he tauglit. 


Why do we judge each other so? 
This judging genders strife ; 

It is enough our Lord to know, 
And feel his heav’nly life. 


What if my brother disagrees 
With me in certain things; 

Yet strives by works of love to please, 
And fruit abundant brings ? 





Shall [ disown a brother dear, 
For whom my Saviour ci’d ? 

Can I be fill’d with gospel fear, 
And walk im all this pride ? 


O may we learn te walk in love, 
In charity abound ; 

Pessess those tempers of the dove, 
Which rather hea] than wound. Bb. 








DIED, 


In Shirley, Dea. LEmMveL WILLARD, aged 70 years. 
Early in life his heart was iuitiated into the principles 
His talents, piety, and zeal 
soon distinguished him for an important office in the 
church. With ability and persevering energy, similar 
to those which distinguished Stephen, of the primitive 
church, he ably defended the cause of Christ, to the 
admiration and respect of all his brethren. In this 
office* he remained for more than twenty years, when, 
by reason of more enlarged views of God’s plan of re- 
demption, he resigned his office and withdrew his 
membership from that particular church, to seek an a- 
sylum where he could enjoy bis conscience, and wor- 
ship God in a more consistent manner. From that time, 
he was a firm believer and supporter.of the doctrine of 
Universas. Satvation, the spirit of which governed 
his life, and afforded him unspeakable joy and conso- 
lation in the expiring hour of death, 

Dea. Willard was a man .of sound sense and jndg- 
ment, and possessed of a remarkably clear perception. 
He was ever conversant with the bible, and had formed 
clear, systematic views of its great and leading doc- 





trines. He always supported a sober, judicious, pious 


character; and, with an easy, benevolent temperament 
of mind, he combined every social virtue which secur- 
ed the love and esteem of all his acquaintances. This 
is the just and grateful tribute of J. W. 





* Deacon of the Calvinistic Baptist Church in Har- 








vard, Mass. 








From the London Universalist Miscellany. 
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RCLE FOR UNDERSTANDING THE WORD, ALL, 
; IN SCRIPTURE, 

Ir is well known that the word all, as it occurs in the 
Scriptures, admits of variuus acceptations. Sometimes 
| it means literally and mathemativally, tle whole, with- 
j outany exception ; at other times only a pari, and some 
jtimesonly a smallpart, These cifercut uses of it have 
contributed much to support the coniroversy, whieh hos 
long existed concerning the extent of the death ef Christ, 
and Christians on both sides, have argued with apparent 
force, alternately insisting on the restricted or unliniitee 
cense of the word. Could a certain rule be found in 
the Scriptures themselves, to determine aly ayshow we 
are to understand it, much dispute would be avoided, 
and the controversy relative to the extent of the death 
of Christ would be settled; end by the same rule. the 
doctrine of the dtesloralion might be proved to be true 
or false. [i is reasonable to suppose that the Sx ripture 
do afford sufficient ground for such a rule; for itis con 
tended that the Bible ts a plor bo kx, md « ney to be 


understood, im ali its docirines and precepls, by every 
honest and dilligent reacerof it. Let the fo Nowing rule 
therefore be keptia view, viz. J) heneve mect 
with the word ali, in connexion with any point of 
trinc, it always meens liferaily and inatheniclrcal 
whole, including a:lits parts; but where it is use 


loricaily, it frequently ‘admits yeerbole, Thi 

of the word is consistent with common sense and ¢ 
mon usage. [fany man can find a single exception to 
this rule in the whcle Bible, he is inviled to make : 
known. ‘To illustrate this rule, consider Heb. i. G. 2 
in that he pul ail in subjection under him, he left net) 
ing that is not pul under him. And also i Cor. xv. 27. 
‘Por be hath put all things under his feet. But when 





{ he. only ,is exceptec 


he saith ali things are put under him, it is manifest c, 
! which did put all things under hy 
In these { ascages the Apostle gives instances of 
world being taken in its fullest latitude. when com 
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with doctrines.~When we meet with if In relat: 
teath of Christ for men, the same extensive s+ ns 


word is necessarily understood, as Isa. fi. 6. S Phe | 
hath laid on him the iniquity of us all? ‘dhe pre; 
had been saying, ‘ All we like sheep have cone astray 
we have turned every one to his own way.’ [i is « 
dent that he here describes the whole humen rece: ! 


we lave all sinned and come short of the glory of G 

so that he asserts, thatall who bave gone astray, bas 
had their iniquities laid upon Christ. This can new: 
be disproved, unless it can be showed that some uu 
have not sinned ; which would be an express cottradic 
tion both to Seripture and experience. 

In historical passages it is different, as in Matt. iii. 5, 
6. * Then went out to him Jerusalem, and all Judea, and 
all the region round about Jordan, and were baptized of 
him in Jordan.” Here we must understand cnly a part o! 
Jerusalem, &c. For we are elsewhere toid, that th 
Scribes and Pharisees rejected John’s baptism. 

But we are no where told of any for whom Christ did 
not die ; nor any where told of any who are not given 
tohim, &c. It is presumed, therefore, that the above 
rule is strictly true, and if kept in view, in reading the 
scriptures, will be of great service to serious inquirers 
after truth. 





FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE, 


A Series of Letters in defence of Divine Rev- 
elation, in reply to the Rev. Abner Knceland’s serious 
inquiry into the authenticity of the same.—By Hosra 
BALLovt, pastor of the 2d Universalist Church and So- 
ciety in Boston. To which is added, a Religious Con- 
troversy between the Rev. Dr Buckminster, and the 
Rev. Joseph Walton, pastors of Congregational Chur- 
ches in Portsmouth, N. H. and the Rev. H. Bautzov. 


A SERMON, delivered at the Dedication of 
the new brick Meeting House in Milford, Jan. 10, 1821, 
by Hosea Ballou, of Boston---‘l'ext, Isaiah ii. 3. 
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